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T001-1.1
Thank you for the information.
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T001-1.2
Section 3.3.7 contains information on the specific California
locations considered in the alternatives analysis. The deepwater
port would be 12.01 nautical miles (13.83 miles) offshore, as shown
on Figure ES-1.

T001-1.3
Sections 1.5 and 1.6 contain information on opportunities for public
comment and the approval process.

T001-1.4
Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain additional and revised
information on public safety.

As described in Sections 2.1 and 2.3.1, and as depicted on Figure
2.1-1, the FSRU would be a floating facility that would be moored to
the seafloor. It would not be a fixed platform.

The FSRU would be located outside of the current boundary of the
Channel Islands National Marine Sanctuary (CINMS) and vessels
associated with the operations would not be expected to enter the
CINMS. Sections 4.7, 4.15, 4.16, and 4.18 describe potential
impacts on the marine environment and proposed mitigation
measures to reduce potential impacts.

Section 1.2.3 addresses natural gas needs in California and has
been updated. Forecast information has been obtained from the
California Energy Commission.
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T001-1.5
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

T001-2.1
Thank you for the information.
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T001-2.2
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

T001-2.3
Table 4.2-2 and Sections 4.2.6.1 and 4.2.7.6 contain information on
the threat of terrorist attacks.

T001-2.4
Section 4.2.7.1 contains information on LNG properties and
hazards.

T001-2.5
Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain additional and revised
information on public safety, including information on the threat of
terrorist attacks. Sections 4.7, 4.15, 4.16, and 4.18 contain
information on marine biological, recreational, socioeconomic, and
water quality impacts. Section 4.11 contains information on seismic
and geologic hazards.

T001-3
Thank you for the information.
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T001-4
Thank you for the information.
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T001-5
Thank you for the information.
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T001-6.1
Section 4.2.7.6 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix
C1) contain information on public safety impacts from various
incidents at the FSRU. The analysis indicates that the maximum
impact distance of an accident would involve a vapor cloud
dispersion extending 6.3 nautical miles (7.3 miles) from the FSRU.
The FSRU would be located approximately 12.01 nautical miles
(13.83 miles) offshore; therefore, consequences of an accident
involving LNG transport by carrier and storage on the FSRU would
extend no closer than 5.7 nautical miles (6.5 miles) from the
shoreline. Figure ES-1 depicts the consequence distances
surrounding the FSRU location for worst credible events.
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T001-6.2
No offshore oil production is proposed or anticipated to result from
the proposed Project. The proposed Project would not use any
existing platforms or transfer stations. At the end of the useful life of
the proposed Project, the FSRU would be removed. Section 2.8
contains additional information on decommissioning of the FSRU.

T001-6.3
The FSRU would be located outside of the current boundary of the
Channel Islands National Marine Sanctuary (CINMS) and vessels
associated with Cabrillo Port operations would not be expected to
enter the CINMS. Sections 4.7.1.4, 4.13.2.2, and 4.20.1.5 discuss
the potential expansion of the CINMS boundary, which is not
proposed at this time. Sections 4.7.4, 4.15.4, 4.16.4, and 4.18.4
describe potential impacts on the marine environment and
proposed mitigation measures to reduce those potential impacts.

T001-6.4
The FSRU would be located about 2 nautical miles from the
nearest shipping lane.

T001-6.5
The proposed Project does not include onshore processing
facilities. Section 2.4 contains information regarding proposed
onshore facilities. Section 4.2.8 contains information on the public
safety of the onshore pipelines, and Appendix C3-3 identifies
applicable safety standards.

T001-6.6
Sections 4.7.4 and 4.8.4 contain information on the measures that
would be implemented to protect natural habitat.

T001-6.7
Section 1.2 discusses dependence on foreign energy sources.
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T001-6.8
Section 4.4 and Appendix F contain information on aesthetic
impacts on tourists and residents.

T001-6.9
Section 1.1 discusses regulations and agencies involved in the
licensing and potential approval of the proposed Project. The
USCG and MARAD will hold a final public hearing on the license
with a 45-day comment period before the Federal Record of
Decision is issued. The CSLC also will hold a hearing to certify the
EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease.

Section 1.5 contains additional information regarding public
notification and opportunities for public comment.

T001-7
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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T001-8
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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T001-9
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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T001-10.1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

T001-10.2
Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain additional and revised
information on public safety.



2004/T001

T001-10.3
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.
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T001-11.1
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.

T001-11.2
The Santa Barbara Channel/Mandalay Shore Crossing/Gonzales
Road Pipeline Alternative is evaluated as an alternative in the
EIS/EIR; it is not the proposed Project as described in Section 2.4.

T001-11.3
Section 4.13.1 contains information on sensitive land uses in
proximity to proposed and alternative pipeline routes, such as
schools. There are no schools in the immediate vicinity of either of
the proposed pipeline routes. Section 4.2.8 describes regulations
regarding pipelines, including the requirement to establish public
education programs to prevent and respond to pipeline
emergencies. Section 4.2.8.4 contains information on the estimated
risk of Project pipeline incidents. Section 4.16.1.2 describes
emergency planning and response capabilities in the Project area.

The proposed pipelines within Oxnard city limits would meet



standards that are more stringent than those of existing pipelines
because they would meet the minimum design criteria for a U.S.
Department of Transportation (USDOT) Class 3 location. Also, MM
PS-4c includes the installation of additional mainline valves
equipped with either remote valve controls or automatic line break
controls. SoCalGas operates high-pressure natural gas pipelines
throughout Southern California.

T001-11.4
See response to Comment T001-11-1

T001-11.5
Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain additional and revised
information on public safety.

As described in Sections 2.1 and 2.3.1, and as depicted on Figure
2.1-1, the FSRU would be a floating facility that would be moored to
the seafloor. It would not be a fixed platform.

The FSRU would be located outside of the current boundary of the
Channel Islands National Marine Sanctuary (CINMS) and vessels
associated with the operations would not be expected to enter the
CINMS. Sections 4.7, 4.15, 4.16, and 4.18 describe potential
impacts on the marine environment and proposed mitigation
measures to reduce potential impacts.

Section 1.2.3 addresses natural gas needs in California and has
been updated. Forecast information has been obtained from the
California Energy Commission.

Section 4.11 contains revised information on seismic and geologic
hazards and mitigation that specifically addresses the potential
damage to proposed pipelines from a direct rupture along fault
lines. Appendices J1 through J4 contain additional evaluations of
seismic hazards.
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T001-12
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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T001-13.1
Sections 1.2.2 and 1.2.3 contain updated information on natural
gas needs in the U.S. and California. Forecast information has
been obtained from the U.S. Department of Energy's Energy
Information Agency and from the California Energy Commission.

T001-13.2
Section 4.10 contains additional information on energy alternatives.
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T001-13.3
Sections 1.2.2, 1.2.3, 1.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 4.10.1.3 contain
information on the need for natural gas, the role and status of
energy conservation and renewable energy sources, and the
California Energy Action Plan.

T001-13.4
Section 1.1 contains information on the public process being used
to evaluate the proposed Project.

Section 2.1 contains information on design criteria and
specifications, final design requirements, and regulations governing
the construction of the FSRU. The Cabrillo Port must be designed
in accordance with applicable standards, and the U.S. Coast Guard
has final approval. Section 4.2.4 contains information on Federal
and State agency jurisdiction and cooperation. The Deepwater Port
Act specifies regulations that all deepwater ports must meet;
Section 4.2.7.3 contains information on design and safety
standards for the deepwater port. Section 4.2.8.2 contains
information on pipeline safety and inspections. The EIS/EIR's
analyses have been developed with consideration of these factors
and regulations and in full conformance with the requirements of
NEPA and the CEQA.
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T001-14.1
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.

T001-14.2
The Independent Risk Assessment (IRA) has been updated since
issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. The lead agencies
directed preparation of the current IRA, and the U.S. Department of
Energy's Sandia National Laboratories independently reviewed it,
as discussed in Section 4.2 and Appendix C.

Section 4.2.7.6 and the IRA (Appendix C1) discuss the models and
assumptions used and the verification process. Sandia National
Laboratories (Appendix C2) concluded that the models used were
appropriate and produced valid results.

T001-14.3
The Project is regulated by the USCG and MARAD under the
authority of the Deepwater Port Act. FERC's regulations are
prescriptive and standardized to address the general siting of
onshore LNG terminals. In contrast, due to various different designs



of deepwater ports, the USCG conducts site-specific independent
risk and consequence analyses using the most recent guidance
and modeling techniques. The guidance used for Cabrillo Port is
Sandia National Laboratories' "Guidance on Risk Analysis and
Safety Implications of a Large Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) Spill
Over Water." This report recommends a framework for analyses of
large LNG spills onto water. It was prepared for the U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE), and an external peer review panel
evaluated the analyses, conclusions, and recommendations
presented.

T001-14.4
Sections 4.3.1 and 4.20.3 contain additional information on the
distance from the FSRU to the traffic separation lanes and
increases in vessel traffic. Section 4.3.4 contains revised text on
marine traffic.
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T001-14.5
The USEPA has made a preliminary determination, on which the
lead agencies must rely, that the FSRU should be permitted in the
same manner as sources on the Channel Islands that are part of
Ventura County. Section 4.6.2 contains an updated discussion of
relevant regulatory requirements.

T001-14.6
Sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.1.3 provide information on marine traffic
during construction and operational activities. Section 4.3.4
contains information on potential impacts to marine traffic. As
described in these sections, the effect on non-Project vessel
transport is expected to be minimal. Thus, no air quality impacts
were identified for any changes to vessel traffic caused by Project
construction or operation.

T001-14.7
LNG carriers would exchange ballast water outside of the U.S.
Exclusive Economic Zone (200 NM) and would only take on ballast
water when docked at the FSRU, so non-native invasive species
would not be introduced. Section 4.7.2 contains information on
regulations to prevent the introduction of non-native invasive
species.

T001-14.8
Impact BioMar-5 in Section 4.7.4 contains updated information on
potential noise impacts on the marine environment and mitigation
measures to address such impacts.
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T001-15.1
Sections 1.2, 3.1, 3.2, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, 3.3.3, 4.10, and 4.10.1.3 contain
information on the range of alternatives evaluated. Under NEPA
and the CEQA, a reasonable range of alternatives must be
considered. NEPA requires consideration of a "reasonable" number
of alternatives. In determining the scope of alternatives, the
emphasis is on "reasonable." "Reasonable" alternatives include
those that are practical and feasible from the technical and
economic standpoint and using common sense (CEQ 40
Questions; #2a).

The information must be sufficient to enable reviewers and
decision-makers to evaluate and compare alternatives. The State
CEQA Guidelines section 15126.6(a) provides, in part, "An EIR
shall describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project, or
to the location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the
basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially
lessen any of the significant effects of the project, and evaluate the
comparative merits of the alternatives. An EIR need not consider
every conceivable alternative to a project."

The EIS/EIR initially evaluated 18 locations for the FSRU as
potential locations for the deepwater port. It built on previous
California Coastal Commission studies that evaluated nearly 100
locations. Sections 3.3.7 and 3.3.9 discuss alternate locations and
technologies that were considered.
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